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IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD TEBBS LETHER, 
Defendant. 
JUDGMENT 
Civil No. 924400420DA 
Judge Anthony W. Schofield 
This case, having come on to be heard on Motion of Defendant for Summary 
Judgment on the 20th day of November, 1997, the Honorable Anthony W. Schofield, 
Judge, presiding, Francis J. Nielson having appeared for the Defendant, and Delano 
S. Findlay having appeared for Piaintiff, and the Court having considered the Briefs 
and Affidavits and the arguments of counsel, and having found that there are no 
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genuine issues of fact to be submitted to the Trial Court, and having concluded that 
Defendant is entitled to a Judgment as a matter of law, it is hereby 
ORDERED: 
1. The Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment is in all respects 
granted. 
2. Plaintiff's Petition to Modify and for Clarification and/or Reformation of 
Decree is dismissed with prejudice. 
3. The parties shall pay their own costs and attorney's fees incurred in this 
action. 
DATED this I > day of Juf*, 1998. 
BY THE COURT: 
Anthony W. [School 
Fourth District Co 
^ 
fe3l' 
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Attorneys for Defendant 
10 West Broadway, Suite 701 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Telephone: (801)322-0524 
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IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD TEBBS LETHER, 
Defendant. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Civil No. 924400420DA 
Judge Anthony W. Schofield 
This case, having come on to be heard on Motion of Defendant for Summary 
Judgment on the 20th day of November, 1997, the Honorable Anthony W. Schofield, 
Judge, presiding, Francis J. Nielson having appeared for the Defendant (Richard), and 
Delano S. Findiay having appeared for Plaintiff (Elizabeth), and the Court having 
considered the Briefs and Affidavits and the arguments of counsel, and having found 
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that there are no genuine issues of fact to be submitted to the Trial Court, and good 
cause appearing, now makes and enters the following: 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
There are no genuine issues to be submitted to the Trial Court as to the 
following material facts in this case: 
1. This divorce action was commenced by Elizabeth in March of 1992. 
2. The Trial of the case began on May 31,1994, before the Honorable Guy 
R. Burningham, resumed on June 6, 1994, and concluded on June 14, 1994. 
3. Judge Burningham took the case under advisement. 
4. On July 1, 1994, before Judg^ Burningham ruled, the parties and their 
attorneys entered into a lengthy, comprehensive Stipulation and Property Settlement 
Agreement, resolving the issues of their divorce action. 
5. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Decree of Divorce in 
which the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement was incorporated, were 
signed by Judge Burningham on July 6, 1994. 
6. Certain errors in the property descriptions cited in the documents were 
discovered, the errors were corrected, and Amended Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law and an Amended Decree of Divorce were signed by Judge Burningham on 
September 8, 1994. 
7. On August 5, 1996, Elizabeth filed a Petition to Modify and for 
Clarification and/or Reformation of Decree in which she asserted the following 
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allegations: 
(a) Richard misrepresented the values of the business assets and personal 
property in the marital estate. 
(b) Richard misrepresented the nature of certain business assets and other 
personal property of the marital estate. 
(c) Richard misrepresented business and personal liabilities. 
(d) There has been a substantial change of circumstances of Elizabeth's 
health which necessitates a continuation of alimony after the decreed-upon cut-off 
date of July 1, 1996. 
(e) The Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement, the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law, and the Decree of Divorce are vague and ambiguous and 
require clarification and/or reformation by the Court. 
8. On September 30, 1996, Richard filed a Motion to Dismiss Elizabeth's 
Petition. 
9. On January 29, 1997, the Court issued a Ruling on Richard's Motion to 
Dismiss Elizabeth's Petition to Modify and for Clarification and/or Reformation of 
Decree. 
10. The Court dismissed all of the claims asserted by Elizabeth in her Petition 
to Modify except her request to review the alimony provision of the Decree. 
11. On August 15, 1997, Richard filed a Motion for Summary Judgment. 
12. On January 6, 1998, the Court issued a Ruling granting Richard's Motion 
3 
for Summary Judgment and found: 
(a) There is no genuine issue of material fact concerning whether it was 
foreseeable that Elizabeth may be unemployable after the divorce. 
(b) Elizabeth described her health problems at Trial and admitted that she 
had no marketable job skills. 
(c) Elizabeth's own testimony demonstrates that she anticipated that she 
would not be able to work. 
(d) Other than a brief time in 1982, Elizabeth never worked outside the home 
during the entire marriage of the parties, nor has she worked outside of the home 
since. 
(e) There is no real issue as to Elizabeth's circumstances at the time of Trial. 
(f) Elizabeth's circumstances may have worsened, but she was not 
employable at anything but minimum wage at the time of Trial, and clearly it was 
foreseeable then that she may not be employable even at minimum wage. 
(g) Elizabeth's health difficulties which she now suffers largely result from 
the exacerbation of her then existing health circumstances. 
(h) These exacerbations also were foreseeable. 
(i) There is no genuine issue of material fact as to the foreseeability of her 
present circumstances. 
(j) Where it is so obvious that the driving force in this case is Elizabeth's 
belief that the Property Settlement was unfair, the Court declines to reenter the 
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Property Settlement of the parties. 
From the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Court now makes and enters the 
following: 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. Plaintiff is entitled to Summary Judgment in all respects against the 
Defendant. 
2. The parties should pay their own costs and attorney's fees incurred in 
this matter. 
DATED this IS day of J 1998. 
BY THE COURT: 
iWWi \(| 
Anthony W.'Schofie 
Fourth District Court' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the 3-^7 day of June, 1998,1 mailed, postage 
prepaid, a true and correct copy of the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and 
Judgment to the following: 
Delano S. Findlay 
923 East 5350 South, Suite E 
Salt Lake City, UT84117 
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IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD T. LETHER, 
Defendant. 
CASE NUMBER. 924400420 
DATED: JANUARY 6, 1998 
RULING 
ANTHONY W. SCHOFIELD, JUDGE 
This case is before the court on defendant's motion for summary judgment. 
Argument was received November 20, 1997, at which Delano S. Findlay represented 
Elizabeth and Francis J. Nielson represented Richard. Having considered the briefs 
and affidavits and the arguments of counsel, I now issue this ruling. 
FACTUAL SETTING 
This matter was tried in a three-day trial in 1994. After trial but before the 
judge ruled, the parties entered into a lengthy, comprehensive stipulation resolving the 
issues of their divorce action. They then submitted findings of fact, conclusions of 
law and a decree of divorce. Thereafter, because there were errors in those 
documents, they submitted amended findings of fact, conclusions of law and an 
amended decree of divorce, which were signed in September 1994. 
In 1996 Elizabeth filed her petition to modify the decree to seek alimony for a 
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longer than agreed in the stipulation of the parties and provided in the amended decree. 
ANALYSIS AND RULING 
Elizabeth bases her claim for alimony on her assertion that she has suffered serious 
health difficulties after the divorce which constitute a material change in her circumstances 
post-divorce. 
In the findings and decree in 1994 the court found that Elizabeth was employable, 
though unemployed. Indeed, the unrebutted evidence now before the court is that other 
than a brief time in 1982, Elizabeth never worked outside the home during the entire 
marriage of the parties; nor has she worked outside the home since. Now, however, she 
claims that her health has so deteriorated that she cannot work outside the home and thus 
needs additional alimony. 
At the time of trial Elizabeth testified: 
A. I cannot hold a job because of my health, because of the 
condition of my body. And I have no skills. 
Q. Do you desire to be employed? 
A. I don't know. I don't know if I could handle a job at this 
time. I'm 59 years old, and I'm pretty worn out and I'm pretty beat. 
Q. So you do not desire to work? 
A. If there's a way that I could, I might. I just haven't thought 
that far ahead. I don't think that I could. I had too much trouble, the few 
times I did, with my back problem. And now with my legs and my feet, I 
don't think that I could. 
In the three years which have intervened since the decree, Elizabeth claims her 
health has so deteriorated that she is unemployable. However, there is no genuine issue of 
material fact concerning whether it was foreseeable that Elizabeth may be unemployable 
after the divorce. At trial she described her health problems and admitted that she had no 
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marketable job skills. Her own testimony demonstrates that she anticipated that she would 
not be able to work: "If there's a way that I could [work outside the home], I might. I 
just haven't thought that far ahead. I don't think that I could." 
I find no material facts in dispute as to whether it was foreseeable at the time of the 
divorce that Elizabeth may not be employable post-divorce. 
A second issue raised by Elizabeth is that the real property which she received in 
the divorce is not worth nearly so much as believed at the time of the stipulation. As a 
result, she claims she needs alimony. 
The amended decree provided for distribution to the parties of many pieces of real 
property. Elizabeth received real property valued at over $1 million. Now she claims it 
has not sold for nearly so much and she has a need for alimony. On the other hand, 
Richard asserts that Elizabeth has significant income from the sales of some of the real 
property and she does not have a present need for additional alimony. 
Utah Code Ann. § 30-3-5(7)(g) contains statutory guidance for this case. It 
provides: 
(i) The court has continuing jurisdiction to make substantive 
changes and new orders regarding alimony based on a substantial material 
change in circumstances not foreseeable at the time of the decree. 
(ii) The court may not modify alimony or issue a new order for 
alimony to address needs of the recipient that did not exist at the time the 
decree was entered, unless the court finds extenuating circumstances that 
justify that action. 
There is no real issue as to Elizabeth's circumstances at the time of trial. True they 
may have worsened, but she was not employable at anything but minimum wage at the 
time of trial and clearly it was foreseeable then that she may not be employable even at 
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minimum wage. The health difficulties which she now suffers largely result from the 
exacerbation of her then existing health circumstances. These exacerbations also were 
foreseeable. In short, I find no genuine issue of material fact as to the foreseeability of her 
present circumstances. And, where it is so obvious that the driving force in this case is 
Elizabeth's belief that the property settlement was unfair, as I have indicated before, I 
decline to reenter the property settlement of the parties. 
I grant Richard's motion for summary judgment. 
Pursuant to Rule 4-504, Utah Code of Judicial Administration, Richard's counsel is 
directed to prepare an appropriate order. 
Dated this f) ^day of January, 1998. 
BY THE COURT: 
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MAILING CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed to 
the following, postage prepaid, this '] day of January, 1998: 
DELANO S FINDLAY ATTY 
923 E 5350 S #E 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84117 
FRANCIS J NIELSON ATTY 
10 W BROADWAY #701 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84101 
CARMA B. SMITH 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
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By W/U^ J^i^^ 
Deputy Cleric 
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Attorneys for Defendant 
10 West Broadway, Suite 701 
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Telephone: (801)322-0524 
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IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD TEBBS LETHER, 
Defendant. 
JUDGMENT 
Civil No. 924400420DA 
Judge Anthony W. Schofield 
This case, having come on to be heard on Motion of Defendant for Summary 
Judgment on the 20th day of November, 1997, the Honorable Anthony W. Schofield, 
Judge, presiding, Francis J. Nielson having appeared for the Defendant, and Delano 
S. Findlay having appeared for Plaintiff, and the Court having considered the Briefs 
and Affidavits and the arguments of counsel, and having found that there are no 
1 
genuine issues of fact to be submitted to the Trial Court, and having concluded that 
Defendant is entitled to a Judgment as a matter of law, it is hereby 
ORDERED: 
1. The Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment is in all respects 
granted. 
2. Plaintiff's Petition to Modify and for Clarification and/or Reformation of 
Decree is dismissed with prejudice. 
3. The parties shall pay their own costs and attorney's fees incurred in this 
action. 
DATED this IS day of Jtm-1, 1998. 
BY THE COURT: 
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IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD TEBBS LETHER, 
Defendant. 
CASE NUMBER: 924400420 
DATED: JANUARY 29, 1997 
RULING 
ANTHONY W. SCHOFIELD, JUDGE 
This case is before the Court on defendant's motion to dismiss plaintiffs 
petition to modify and for clarification and/or reformation of decree. Francis J. 
Nielson represents defendant Richard Lether ("Richard") and Delano S. Findlay 
represents plaintiff Elizabeth Lether ("Elizabeth"). The Court heard arguments on 
November 8, 1996. Having considered the briefs and arguments of counsel, I now 
issue this ruling granting in part the motion to dismiss the petition to modify. 
FACTUAL SETTING 
A divorce trial was held in May and June 1994. While Judge Burningham had 
the matter under advisement the parties met for several days and hammered out a 
divorce settlement. That settlement was reflected in a Stipulation and Property 
Settlement Agreement dated July 1, 1994. In accordance with that stipulation and 
property settlement, the Court signed a decree of divorce on July 6, 1994. 
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Subsequently, Elizabeth found certain errors in the legal descriptions and other matters 
and the Court signed an amended decree of divorce on September 8, 1994. 
ANALYSIS AND RULING 
Rule 60(b) motion. 
To the extent that Elizabeth's action constitutes a claim that portions of the 
amended findings of fact, conclusions of law and decree of divorce should be set aside 
under Rule 60(b) based upon inadvertence, excusable neglect or the misrepresentations 
of Richard with respect to asset values, this claim fails. Rule 60(b) requires that a 
motion for relief from a judgment must be filed for reasons 1, 2, 3 and 4, which 
include inadvertence, excusable neglect or misrepresentation, within three months of 
the entry of the amended decree. In this case such a motion should have been brought 
by December 8, 1994, which was the end of three months after the amended decree 
was entered. The petition was filed in 1996. To the extent this action is a motion 
under Rule 60(b), the motion is denied as untimely. 
Petition to Comet or Clarify the Amended Decree. 
Elizabeth asserts that the decree is ambiguous and needs clarification. 
Elizabeth wants the Court to change the word "defendant" to "plaintiff in paragraphs 
4 and 6 of the amended decree. She asserts that this would more correctly reflect the 
agreement of the parties and claims that the affidavit of her prior counsel, who 
attached certain notes and described his memory of the negotiations, supports her 
position. 
I decline the relief which Elizabeth seeks. 
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Utah law is clear that a Court may not refer to parol evidence if the agreement 
at issue is an unambiguous integrated agreement. Hall v. Process Instruments & 
Control, Inc. 890 P.2d 1024, (Utah 1995): 
Once a court determines that an agreement is integrated, parol 
evidence, although not admissible to vary or contradict the clear and 
unambiguous terms of the contract, is admissible to clarify ambiguous 
terms. Colonial Leasing Co. v. Larsen Bros. Constr.. 731 P.2d 483, 487 
(Utah 1986). The application of the parol evidence rule therefore 
involves two steps. First, the court must determine whether the 
agreement is integrated. If the court finds the agreement is integrated, 
then parol evidence may be admitted only if the court makes a 
subsequent determination that the language of the agreement is 
ambiguous. 
As also noted in Hall. 
[a]n integrated agreement is defined as a "writing or writings 
constituting a final expression of one or more terms of an atgreement." 
. . This court has held that . . . the court must determine whether the 
parties adopted a particular writing or writings "as the final and 
complete expression of their bargain." 
Hall, supra, at , citations omitted. 
Applying these principles to this case, there can be no question that the parties 
intended the settlement stipulation to be a final and complete expression of their 
bargain and they thereafter incorporated that bargain into the amended decree. The 
decree and the settlement stipulation upon which it is based thus constitute an 
integrated agreement. 
Further, on its face the amended decree is not ambiguous. It only appears 
ambiguous if reference is made to sources outside the document, such as the notes of 
Mr. Mitsunaga. Because it is unambiguous on its face, it is inappropriate for this 
Court to refer to parol evidence, such as Mr. Mitsunaga's affidavit or notes. 
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While Elizabeth will think this result harsh, she had ample opportunity to 
remedy the problem early on as shortly after the original decree was entered the 
parties recognized that it contained some errors and they caused it to be amended. 
Certainly Elizabeth could have corrected then the provision she now claims is in error. 
To assert, some two years later, that additional errors exist in the decree is 
disingenuous. I grant the motion to dismiss the claim that the amended decree is 
ambiguous. 
Alleged Fraud by Richard during Negotiations. 
1. Procedural posture. 
The real heart of Elizabeth's claim is that Richard misrepresented the values of 
certain assets, that she relied upon those misrepresentations and that she should be 
allowed to reopen the action to remedy the result of Richard's fraud. In response, 
Richard asserts that Elizabeth did not bring this claim by independent action. I 
disagree. 
On August 5, 1996 Elizabeth filed the petition to modify which is the subject 
of this motion to dismiss. Because she was too late to file a motion under Rule 60(b), 
the only recourse which Elizabeth could pursue under Rule 60(b) was to bring an 
independent action to set aside the decree on the basis of Richard's claimed fraud. 
That is what she did. She filed a petition to modify the existing divorce decree and 
paid the appropriate new filing fee. Thereafter the petition was served. Taken 
together these steps constitute the filing of an independent action. True it is that 
Elizabeth filed her petition in the same case number as the original divorce action, but 
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what she has done is file a new action with a new moving paper called a petition and 
she paid a new filing fee. In my view this is an independent action as contemplated 
under Rule 60(b). 
2. Merits of the Fraud Action. 
Elizabeth asserts that during the negotiations which led to the property 
stipulation Richard purposefully misrepresented the values of certain marital assets. 
This claim also fails as the amended decree contains a provision that "[t]he parties 
hereto agree that there is a genuine dispute as to the value of the real and personal 
property hereafter set forth. The parties have agreed to resolve the dispute as to the 
values by accepting the real and personal property as allocated.M 
The law on this subject is well settled. 
[W]hen a decree is based upon a property settlement agreement, forged 
by the parties and sanctioned by the court, equity must take such 
agreement into consideration. Equity is not available to reinstate rights 
and privileges voluntarily contracted away simply because one has come 
to regret the bargain made. 
Birch v. Birch, 771 P.2d 1114, (Utah App. 1989), quoting Land v. Land 605 
P.2d 1248, 1251 (Utah 1980). 
Applied to the factual setting here, Elizabeth and Richard each acknowledged 
that there was a dispute as to the values of the properties each was; to receive under 
the amended decree. Now she claims Richard misrepresented values. Her new claim 
flies right into the face of her own voluntary representation that there was a dispute as 
to the values and each was accepting the allocation of real and personal property. 
Simply put, Elizabeth has come to regret her bargain. But a bargain it was and she 
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cannot attack it because of the claimed fraud when the record is unequivocal that the 
parties each made concessions and each acknowledged a dispute as to property values. 
The motion to dismiss the claims of the petition to modify on the basis of fraud or 
misrepresentation is granted. 
Petition to modify because of Elizabeth's health problems. 
In her petition to modify Elizabeth asserts the Court should revisit alimony 
because of a serious deterioration in her health which makes it difficult or impossible 
for her to work. She claims that this deterioration in her health is a material change in 
circumstances. Richard wants this portion of her petition dismissed as he claims that 
her health issues were litigated at trial in 1994 and that the complaints about her 
health which she now makes existed then; which leads to his conclusion that there has 
not been a material change in her circumstances. 
While most of the allegations of her petition to modify concern health issues 
that existed and as to which testimony was taken at the time of trial, not all do. The 
health concerns which existed at the time of trial cannot form the basis for a material 
change of circumstances. 
From my review of the file I am convinced that Elizabeth litigated in 1994 on 
the issue of her back injury, the problems with her feet, the injury to her right knee, 
and her underactive thyroid. As these conditions existed then, they now cannot form 
the basis for a petition to modify. On the other hand, she also now asserts that she 
suffered a broken wrist, a steady decline in her health and a deterioration of her bones. 
These issues were not litigated in 1994. As such, they may form the basis of a 
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material change in her circumstances which makes her unable to work, thus justifying 
a review of the alimony provision of the decree. Elizabeth's petition to modify may 
proceed as to the effect of her broken wrist, the steady decline in her health and the 
deterioration of her bones but may not proceed on the basis of her back injury, the 
injury to her knee, the problems with her feet and her underactive thyroid except as 
these conditions may have worsened since the decree. 
Finally, each party seeks an award of attorney's fees with respect to this 
motion. I reserve that issue until final hearing on those portions of Elizabeth's petition 
to modify which survive this ruling. 
Pursuant to Rule 4-504, Utah Code of Judicial Administration, Richard's 
counsel is directed to prepare an appropriate order. 
Dated this Z f d a y of January, 1997. 
BY THE C O U R T - o i S ^ ^ S & A 
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MAILING CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed to 
the following, postage prepaid, this ,Jf day of February, 1997: 
DELANO S FINDLAY ATTY 
923 EAST 5350 SOUTH #E 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84117 
FRANCIS J NBELSON ATTY 
310 SOUTH MAIN ST #1305 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84101 
CARMA B. SMITH 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
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Francis J. Nielson 2411 
ARNOVITZ, SMITH & NIELSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
310 South Main Street, Suite 1305 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Telephone: (801) 322-0524 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD T. LETHER, 
Defendant. 
AMENDED DECREE OF DIVORCE 
Civil No. 924400420DA 
Judge Guy R. Burningham 
The above-entitled action came on regularly for trial before the Honorable Guy 
R. Burningham, Judge presiding, on May 31, 1994. Plaintiff appeared in person and 
was represented by her attorney Jimi Mitsunaga. Defendant appeared in person and was 
represented by his attorney Francis J. Nielson. Evidence was adduced pertaining to all 
the issues raised by the pleadings in this case. 
Plaintiff and Defendant executed a Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement 
before the Court made a ruling in this case. The Court having reviewed and accepted 
the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement and having heretofore made and 
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entered its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, now, therefore, 
IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 
1. The Plaintiff and Defendant are awarded a Decree of Divorce, the same 
to become final upon entry. 
2. The Plaintiff is awarded the following property, free of all claim and 
demand of Defendant: 
REAL PROPERTY 
Parcel 1 
Type: Farm & Residence 
Date Acquired: 08/15/78 
Present Value: $557,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
Address: 10031 N. 6800 W. 
Highland, Utah 
Original Cost: $275,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $71,900.31 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $485,100.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,600.00 
Taxes/year: $2,000.00 Plus 
Comments: Includes the following water shares: 
16 Shares Lehi Irrigation Company Stock 
10 Shares Deer Creek Irrigation 
See Exhibit "A" for property description. 
Parcel 2 
Address: 10100 N. 6800 W. 
Highland, Utah 
Original Cost: $200,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $166,194.74 
Type of Property: Land 
Date Acquired: 07/26/90 
Present Value: $614,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
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Other Liens: 
Equity: $447,806 
Monthly Payment: $1,630.00 To Whom: A. Birrell 
Taxes/year: $1,100.00 Plus First Security Bank 
Individual Contributions: 
Comments: Includes the following water shares: 
Provo Reservoir Water Users Company, 5 Shares, Certificate 
No. 3581 
Provo Reservoir Water Users Company, 10 Shares, Certificate 
No. 3582 
Highland Water Company, 1 Share, Certificate No. 127 
Lehi Irrigation Company, 9 Shares, Certificate No. I 189 
See Exhibit "B" for property description. 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE EQUITY 
TO PLAINTIFF $932,906.00 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 
HIGHLAND FARM 
Massey Fergesen Tractor & Front 
Loader & Attachments 
Gas Storage Tank & Stand 
Yanmar Tractor 
John Deere Tractor & Attach 
(2 Each) Chain Saw 
(2 Each) Weed Trimmer 
Sumps & Ditches Dug in 1993 
$10,500.00 
$1,200.00 
$3,500.00 
$7,500.00 
$365.00 
$330.00 
$6,700.00 
3 
-££93 
Cattle Sheds Fencing & Corrals 
Hay Bam on 10 Acres 
Hay Barn on 20 Acres 
Mare Motel 
Electric Fence 
Used Cinder Block and Wood 
Hoses 
PVCPipe 
1380' of 2" Aluminum hand line 
with Risers, Birds and Plugs 
(46 Each) Gate Valve Openers 
Pumps 
Motor Cycles 
Motor Cycle Trailers 
Silo 
Push Mower 
Tiller 
Shredder 
$7,800.00 
$2,100.00 
$15,000.00 
$9,000.00 
$170.00 
$280.00 
$360.00 
$110.00 
$2,100.00 
$4,692.00 
$6,200.00 
$2,800.00 
$1,100.00 
$5,000.00 
$410.00 
$900.00 
$800.00 
Drill Press, Saws, Benches, Spray Guns, 
Air Compressors, Wrenches, Vises, Shelves, 
Hand Tools $4,700.00 
Sheds 
Garden Tools 
Horse Tac 
Portable Dog Run 
Little Boat & Canoe, Motor 
Generators 
Out Door Furniture 
Green House Plants & Pots 
Outdoor Light Portable 
Trampoline 
Edger (gas) 
Snow Blower 
Leaf Blower 
Cattle Squeeze Shute 
Bicycles 
Time Clock 
TOTAL HIGHLAND FARM 
$1,500.00 
$750.00 
$1,100.00 
$650.00 
$1,800.00 
$175.00 
$2,300.00 
$700.00 
$160.00 
$300.00 
$150.00 
$310.00 
$150.00 
$1,800.00 
$350.00 
$300.00 
$106,112.00 
PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE 
Pool Table $5,000.00 
Piano $10,000.00 
5 Bedrooms of Furniture 
5 
1 Living Room 
1 Dining Room 
1 Family Room 
2 Kitchens 
1 Music Room 
1 Pool Room 
1 Storage & Freezer Room 
2 Laundry Rooms 
1 Office 
1 Library 
All with complete furniture, TV's, Stereo's, etc. 
TOTAL PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE $40,000.00 
VEHICLES 
1990 Crysler Le Baron $ 9,500.00 
TOTAL VEHICLES $ 9,500.00 
PLAINTIFFS JEWELRY, EMERALD AND DIAMOND RING 
TOTAL PLAINTIFFS JEWELRY $10,250.00 
TOTAL ASSETS AWARDED 
6 
TO PLAINTIFF $1,098,768.00 
3. The Defendant is awarded the following property, free of all claim and 
demand of Plaintiff: 
REAL PROPERTY 
Parcel 1 
Address: 48 W. Broadway #1706N 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: $80,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $31,157.29 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $106,843.00 
Monthly Payment: $500.00 plus 278.00 
(condo fees) 
Taxes/year: $1791.47 
Individual Contributions: 
See Exhibit "C" for property description. 
Type of Property: Condo 
Date Acquired: 12/88 
Present Value: $138,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
American Savings 
To Whom: American Savings 
Parcel 2 
Address: 83 South Navajo Street 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: 194,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $62,144.00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $158,456.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,100.00 
Taxes/year: $4,062.00 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 10/87 
Present Value: $220,600.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Gene Lether 
7 
Individual Contributions: 
See Exhibit "D" for property description. 
Parcel 3 
Address: 3240 S. 1100 E. and 
1079 E. 3300 S. SLC 
Original Cost: 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $50,877.00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $95,123.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,000.00 
Taxes/year: $637.90 plus $1,794.42 
Individual Contributions: 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 7/77 
Present Value: $146,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Capital City Bank 
See Exhibit "E" for property description. 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE EQUITY TO 
DEFENDANT $360,442.00 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 
DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE 
Contents of American Towers 
Condo $7,500.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE $7,500.00 
8 
VEHICLES, BOATS & GUNS 
1978-24' Searay $9,500,00 
1986 Corvette $10,000.00 
1978 1 Ton Chevy Truck $1,500.00 
1984 1 Ton Chevy Truck $3,800.00 
1992 Astro Van $12,000.00 
1993 13' Bayliner Jazz Boat $6,500.00 
Gun Case & Guns $2,500.00 
TOTAL VEHICLES, BOATS 
AND GUNS $45,800.00 
DEFENDANTS BUSINESS AND PERSONAL CHECKING ACCOUNTS 
Zion's #0110122256 
(Utah Machine Tools checking) $2,500.00 
First Security #068-11019-52 
(Richard, personal checking) $ 225.00 
Capital City Bank #11032372 
(Business account) $3,707.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS BUSINESS 
AND CHECKING ACCOUNTS $6,432.00 
BUSINESS INVENTORY 
MSX&l-
The Plaintiff shall also pay the following debts and obligations incurred by the 
parties during the marriage: 
PLAINTIFF 
America First Credit Union 
for Computer & Consolidation 
VISA 
ZCMI 
Nordstrom 
JC Penneys 
Spiegel 
Penney Ins. 
AT&T Leasing 
Newspaper Agency 
Telephone 
Insight cable 
Dr. Parker 
Dr. George 
Dr. Rogers 
AP Clinic 
Dr. Johnson, M.D. 
(Estradol) 
Dr. Joann Larsen 
$2,501.25 
$5,964.80 
$ 469.40 
$ 232.18 
$ 323.39 
$ 150.00 
$2,359.00 
$ 490.31 
$ 549.00 
$ 912.97 
$1,000.00 
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Utah Machine Tool Inventory $225,000.00 
TOTAL BUSINESS INVENTORY $225,000.00 
TOTAL ASSETS AWARDED 
TO DEFENDANT $645,174.00 
4. The Plaintiff is ordered to pay the following debts and obligations 
incurred during the marriage: 
The Plaintiff shall use her best efforts to immediately sell the Birrell rental 
house and enough of the Birrell property to pay all of the debt outstanding on the farm 
and the Birrell property and agrees to apply the proceeds of any sale to partially or 
totally liquidate that indebtedness. Pending the sale of the Birrell property or until July 
1, 1996, whichever event occurs first, the Defendant shall continue to make the mortgage 
payments on the Birrell property and on the farm property. Upon payment of the debt 
on the real property awarded to the Plaintiff or on July 1, 1996, the Plaintiff shall 
assume and pay the indebtedness on the real property awarded to her and hold the 
Defendant harmless therefrom. 
REAL PROPERTY 
Federal Land Bank 
(Residence & Farm) $71,900.00 
Birrell property & rental home $166,194.00 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $238,094.00 
10 
Tithing 
Sales Tax (Artistic) Varies 
Artistic 
PLAINTIFFS TOTAL DEBTS $19,475.63 
TOTAL DEBT ASSUMED BY 
PLAINTIFF $257,569.63 
5. The Defendant is ordered to pay the following debts and obligations 
incurred by the parties during the marriage: 
The Defendant shall pay the monthly mortgage payment on the Birrell 
property in the amount of $1,630.00 and the monthly payment on the farm property in 
the amount of $1,600.00 until said debts have been paid from the proceeds of the sale 
of the properties by Plaintiff or until July 1, 1996 whichever event occurs first and 
thereafter the Plaintiff shall assume and pay the obligations on the Birrell and farm 
property and hold the Defendant harmless therefrom. 
The Defendant shall also pay the following debts and obligations incurred by the 
parties during the marriage: 
REAL PROPERTY 
American Savings (Condominium) $31,157.00 
Gene Lether Note $62,144.00 
Capital City Bank 
(Secured by 33rd S. property) $50,878.00 
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TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $144,179.00 
BUSINESS DEBT 
Zion's Bank Credit Line $99,242.00 
Capital City Bank owed on 
revolving line of credit $39,552.00 
FDIC $117,000.00 
Machinery Consultants $5,500.00 
Flameco $35,000.00 
Strand Electro $4,000.00 
O.C. Tanner $9,000.00 
Titan Steel $75,000.00 
K.R. Enterprises $9,500.00 
Kitco $1,200.00 
Mining Systems $3,500.00 
Orin Pdts $2,500.00 
Frazier $2,000.00 
Tesco Williams $2,700.00 
WFH German Car $2,200.00 
Hercules Inc. $5,000.00 
Schnitzer Steel $6,000.00 
Truman Ferguson $3,000.00 
13 
Aero Space Engr. 
Adams Machine 
Dayton Ogden 
Bradley Corp. 
Metal Craft 
DC Morrison 
Outdoor Power Products Judgment 
DEFENDANTS TOTAL 
BUSINESS DEBT 
$400.00 
$2,500.00 
$6,300.00 
$2,000.00 
$4,387.00 
$9,320.00 
$2,200.00 
$449,001.00 
TOTAL DEBT ASSUMED BY 
DEFENDANT $593,180.00 
6. The Defendant shall pay alimony to the Plaintiff in the amount of 
$1,000.00 per month payable by the 10th of each month. Defendant shall receive 
$950.00 per month from the Birrell rental home until it is sold. When the Birrell rental 
property has been sold Defendant shall pay an additional $950.00 per month to Plaintiff 
for alimony. 
Plaintiffs alimony obligation to Defendant shall cease on July 1, 1996 and 
Plaintiff hereby waives alimony after July 1, 1996 and forever. 
7. The Defendant shall continue to pay Plaintiffs health insurance with Utah 
Comprehensive Health Insurance (HIP) until July 1, 1995. Plaintiff shall provide for her 
own health insurance after that date. 
8. The Defendant shall assume and pay his own costs and attorney's fees in 
14 
this case. Defendant shall also pay $7,500.00 of Plaintiffs attorney's fees and costs on 
or before September 1, 1994. Plaintiff shall assume and pay the balance of her 
attorney's fees and costs incurred in this case and hold the Defendant harmless 
therefrom. 
9. The provisions of the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement shall 
not be modified or changed except by mutual consent and agreement of the parties, 
expressed in writing. 
10. Except as specified in the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement 
and the Divorce Decree, each party is released and absolved from the deeds of the other 
and each releases the other from any and all liabilities, debts, or obligations of any kind 
or character incurred by the other, and from any and all claims and demands except as 
herein stated. 
11. The Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement is binding upon the 
parties and their respective personal representatives, successors, and assigns. 
12. Each of the parties shall execute and deliver to the other party any 
documents that may be reasonably required to accomplish the intention of the Stipulation 
and Property Settlement Agreement and shall do all other things necessary to this end. 
13. Except as expressly provided in the Stipulation and Property Settlement 
Agreement, each party shall be fully released by the other from any obligation for 
alimony, support, maintenance, attorney's fees, or Court costs, and his or her respective 
personal representatives, successors, and assigns, except with respect to payments 
15 
accruing under this Settlement Agreement are hereby released from any claim of any 
kind, including any right, title or interest in or to any earnings, accumulations, future 
investments, money or property of the other party. 
14. All property and money received and retained by the parties under this 
Settlement Agreement shall be the separate property of the respective parties, free and 
clear of any right, interest or claim of the other party, and each party shall have the right 
to deal with and dispose of his or her separate property, both real and personal, as fully 
and effectively as if the parties had never been married. 
15. The parties hereto agree that there is a genuine dispute as to the value of 
the real and personal property hereafter set forth. The parties have agreed to resolve the 
dispute as to the values by accepting the real and personal property as allocated. 
DATED this YQ day of Jtriy; 1994 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
JJMfMITStJNAGA 
^Attorney for Plaintiff 
'i<w»Y 
Fourth District Coun Judge 
//*/?/ 
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Francis J. Nielson 2411 
ARNOVITZ, SMITH & NIELSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
310 South Main Street, Suite 1305 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Telephone: (801) 322-0524 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, : AMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Plaintiff, : 
vs. 
RICHARD T. LETHER, : Civil No. 924400420DA 
Defendant. : Judge Guy R. Burningham 
The above-entitled action came on regularly for trial before the Honorable Guy 
R. Burningham, Judge presiding, on May 31, 1994. Plaintiff appeared in person and 
was represented by her attorney Jimi Mitsunaga. Defendant appeared in person and was 
represented by his attorney Francis J. Nielson. Evidence was adduced pertaining to all 
issues raised by the pleadings in this case. 
The parties and their undersigned counsel of record executed a Stipulation and 
Property Settlement Agreement prior to a ruling by the Court. 
The Court, having reviewed the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement, 
1 
f u n k >v III in I! Il I in \\•«> 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. The Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement is fair and reasonable 
and was entered 
2 The parties are husband and wife, having been married on March 7, 1965, 
in * . - - . . . i «*KC > **• - :, 
j The pa rties encountered irreconcilable differences w 1 iicl i i i lad t a 
continuation of the marital relationship impossible. 
4 . 1 WU U1L i -
Lether, both r -1 -n ',f ; KM, !K .! flic age of majority „ .. ILMC JUIM^V ihe family 
rcsidtMii-i* 
The Plaintiff is unemployed, but is employable and is capable r 
the minimum wage of $4, AN per hour or a gross monthly income of $731.00. 
6. The Defendant is self-employed and g row, $4 ?4() 00 pet im mil IMUH Ins 
business Utah Machine Tool Exchange. Defendant claimed $2,107.00 per month for 
depreciafioiii iissoeulnl ^ nfli In IHI ,IIH v, I lli.ili l\l,in liiiii lool I Achangt Defendants total 
gross monthly income is $6,363.00. 
7. ' :ome is $4,66.1 IIH) 
8 Defendants monthly expenses are as follows: 
Condo Payment $500.00 
Condo nuifitnwiiir fee 5 
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Property Taxes 
Housekeeper 
Household maintenance/furniture purchase 
Electricity 
Telephone 
Food and household supplies 
Work lunches out 
Clothing 
Dry cleaning/laundry 
Automobile insurance 
$149.00 
$45.00 
$130.00 
$40.00 
$180.00 
$400.00 
$300.00 
$200.00 
$100.00 
$150.00 
Gasoline, repairs, maintenance, taxes/regis. $300.00 
Other transportation $75.00 
Medical, including Rx $100.00 
Dental $100.00 
Health Insurance $257.00 
Entertainment $100.00 
Vacation/travel $100.00 
Personal grooming $200.00 
Newspapers, magazines $45.00 
Tithing $660.00 
TOTAL MONTHLY EXPENSES: $4,401.00 
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9. PiLriiiilliih. nniiiiIIIiill ,' expenses are as n tunw 
(maintenance) residence $ 162.00 
food and household supplies $ 690.00 
Telephone (leasing) $ M-H (Kl 
Clothing $ 200.00 
Mediral f'liralih taiir A' pu'stnpiioi is) $ ^7S 0(1 
School $ 60.00 
Fi:- - / $ • -0 
Incidentals (grooming, tabacco, alcohol) $ 287.85 
Auto expense $ 111 00 
Installment payments $ I, * 11"1 P' 
Other expenses i M) 00 
TOT/\l liXPIiNSI'S "iUKt» M 
Mi Alhi Inly 1, 1^96, Plaintiff shall be able to provide for her own financial 
needs tnuii the sale ol the marital assets or the sale of a portion thereof awarded to her 
together with an alimony award in the IIMIHIIIII ml $1 OUii Oil inmiil r m rrased I 
$1,950.00 per month upon the sale of the Birrell property. 
II I'i' nil,' (Ii. i .'nisi1 nl Ih ainaj't llii |uilies acquired the following real 
property: 
1 0 Q 3 1 N 6 g ( X ) w : T y p e : F a m & R e s } d e n c e 
Highland, Utah Date Acquired: 08/15/78 
Original Cost: $275,000.00 Present Value: $557,000.00 
Cost of Additions: Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $71,900.31 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $485,100.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,600.00 
Taxes/year: $2,000.00 Plus 
Comments: Includes the following water shares: 
16 Shares Lehi Irrigation Company Stock 
10 Shares Deer Creek Irrigation 
Type of Property: Land 
Date Acquired: 07/26/90 
Present Value: $614,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
Address: 10100 N. 6800 W. 
Highland, Utah 
Original Cost: $200,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $166,194.74 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $447,806 
Monthly Payment: $1,630.00 
Taxes/year: $1,100.00 Plus 
Individual Contributions: 
Comments: Includes the following water shares: 
Provo Reservoir Water Users Company, 5 Shares, Certificate No. 3581 
Provo Reservoir Water Users Company, 10 Shares, Certificate No. 3582 
Highland Water Company, 1 Share, Certificate No. 127 
Lehi Irrigation Company, 9 Shares, Certificate No. I 189 
To Whom: A. Birrell 
First Security Bank 
Address: 48 W. Broadway #1706N 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: $80,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $31,157.29 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $106,843.00 
Monthly Payment: $500.00 plus 278.00 
(condo fees) 
Type of Property: Condo 
Date Acquired: 12/88 
Present Value: $138,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
American Savings 
To Whom: American Savings 
5 
Taxes/year: $1791.47 
Individual Contributions: 
Address: 83 South Navajo Sti 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: 194,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $62,144 00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $158,456.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,100.00 
Taxes/year: $4,062.00 
Individual Contributions: 
• -.-•,. 3240 S. 1100 E. and 
1079 E. 3300 S. SLC 
Original Cost: 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Bala< 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $95,123.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,000.00 
Taxes/year: $637.90 plus $1,794.42 
Individual Contributions: 
The equiu .n ;he real estate is $1,293,328.00. 
^ nl iIK marriage, the parties acquired the following 
personal property: 
HIGHLAND FARM 
Massey Ferge . ! • ' 
Type of Property: Conimm ml 
Date Acquired: 10/87 
Present Value: $220,600.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Gene Lether 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 7/77 
Present Value: $146,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
honi Capital City Bank 
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Loader & Attachments 
Gas Storage Tank & Stand 
Yanmar Tractor 
John Deere Tractor & Attach 
(2 Each) Chain Saw 
(2 Each) Weed Trimmer 
Sumps & Ditches Dug in 1993 
Cattle Sheds Fencing & Corrals 
Hay Barn on 10 Acres 
Hay Barn on 20 Acres 
Mare Motel 
Electric Fence 
Used Cinder Block and Wood 
Hoses 
PVC Pipe 
1380' of 2" Aluminum hand line 
with Risers, Birds and Plugs 
(46 Each) Gate Valve Openers 
Pumps 
Motor Cycles 
Motor Cycle Trailers 
$10,500.00 
$1,200.00 
$3,500.00 
$7,500.00 
$365.00 
$330.00 
$6,700.00 
$7,800.00 
$2,100.00 
$15,000.00 
$9,000.00 
$170.00 
$280.00 
$360.00 
$110.00 
$2,100.00 
$4,692.00 
$6,200.00 
$2,800.00 
$1,100.00 
Silu $VOO<M,X) 
Push Mower $410.00 
1 $900.00 
Shredder $S(X>'KI 
Drill Press, Saws, Benches, Spray Guns, 
AH coir.'!-- soi Wrriu'lii' ^ •<,< • S 'vlu 's , 
Hand Tools $4,700.00 
Shed, >l,M>0ul.) 
Garden Tools $750.00 
Horst J.K "", ' ^ "0 
Portable Dog Run Sh-
u t t l e Boat & Canoe, Motor *?- i . X < H ) • >f) 
('• • • $ | V S ( N I 
Out Door Furniture $2,300.00 
Green House Plants & Pots $700.00 
Outdoor Light Portable $ 1 h( M)() 
Trampoline $300.00 
Edger (gas) $1MH»II 
Snow Blower $310.00 
Leaf Blower $150.00 
Cattle Squeeze Shute $1,800.00 
Bicycles $350.00 
Time Clock $300.00 
TOTAL HIGHLAND FARM $105,842.00 
PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE 
Pool Table $5,000.00 
Piano $10,000.00 
5 Bedrooms of Furniture 
1 Living Room 
1 Dining Room 
1 Family Room 
2 Kitchens 
1 Music Room 
1 Pool Room 
1 Storage & Freezer Room 
2 Laundry Rooms 
1 Office 
1 Library 
All with complete furniture, TV's, Stereo's, etc. 
TOTAL PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE $40,000.00 
DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE 
American Towers Condo $7,500.00 
' InhM DlTFNhANIS KI'SIDI IM( I fc/.MHUH) 
VEHICLES AND BOATS 
1478-24' Searay 
1986 Corvette 
] TOP f h r - ^ruck 
1984 k 
1990 Chrysler Le Baron (Elizabeth has title) 
1 
1993 i ! Bavliner Jazz Boat 
1<». •.. vi ,, = ; i i N AND BOATS 
$9,500.00 
'1, I I I ( K i l l I K ) 
$1,500.00 
$3,800.00 
$9,500.00 
$12,000.00 
$6,500.00 
$52,800.00 
PLAINTIFFS JEWELRY, EMFF 
TOTAL PLAINTIFFS JEWELRY $10,250.00 
DEFENDANT* | U M \ I V« US I U'l KS< >\ \ I < III « k | \ < . ACCOUNTS 
Zion's #0110122256 
(Utah Machine 1 mils checking) $2,500.00 
First Security #068-11019-52 
(Richard, personal checking) $ 225.00 
Capital C 
(Business account) $3,707.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS BUSINESS 
AND CHECKING ACCOUNTS K 4 . ^ n i l 
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14. During the course of the marriage the parties incurred certain outstanding 
debts and obligations as follows: 
PLAINTIFF 
American First Credit Union 
for Computer & Consolidation 
VISA 
ZCMI 
Nordstrom 
JC Penneys 
Spiegel 
Penney Ins. 
AT&T Leasing 
Newspaper Agency 
Telephone 
Insight cable 
Dr. Parker 
Dr. George 
Dr. Rogers 
AF Clinic 
Dr. Johnson, M.D. 
(Estradol) 
Dr. Joann Larsen & Prescriptions 
$2,501.25 
$5,964.80 
$ 469.40 
$ 232.18 
$ 323.39 
$ 150.00 
$2,359.00 
$ 490.31 
$ 549.00 
$ 912.97 
$ 900.00 
11 
Tithing 
Sales Tax (Artistic) Varies 
A: . -.\C 
PLAINTIFFS TOTAL DEBTS $ 1 b p /'J: 
REAL ESTATE DEBT 
Federal Land Bank (Highland Farm) $71,900.00 
A. Birrell (Highland land) $166,194.00 
American Savings (Condo) i 
Gene Lether note $62,14-:. JU 
Capital City Bank secured 
by 33rd South property $MI «7S MM 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $382,273.00 
1)1 I I IN |) \ \ IS l i I M M SS HI II I 
Zion's Bank Credit Line $99,242.00 
Capital City Bank owed on 
revolving line of credit f u),xV U) 
FDIC $1 7,000.00 
Machinery Consultants $5,500.00 
Flameco $<S,000 00 
Strand Electro $4,000.00 
;r 
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Titan Steel 
K.R. Enterprises 
Kitco 
Mining Systems 
Orin Pdts 
Frazier 
Tesco Williams 
WFH German Car 
Hercules Inc. 
Schnitzer Steel 
Truman Ferguson 
Aero Space Engr. 
Adams Machine 
Dayton Ogden 
Bradley Corp. 
Metal Craft 
DC Morrison 
Outdoor Power Products Judgment 
$75,000.00 
$9,500.00 
$1,200.00 
$3,500.00 
$2,500.00 
$2,000.00 
$2,700.00 
$2,200.00 
$5,000.00 
$6,000.00 
$3,000.00 
$400.00 
$2,500.00 
$6,300.00 
$2,000.00 
$4,387.00 
$9,320.00 
$2,200.00 
DEFENDANTS TOTAL BUSINESS DEBT $449,001.00 
15. The monthly expenses paid by Defendant for Plaintiff since their separation 
are as follows: 
13 
Fwltx.il I ,i'iil li '"I. i, I'KIH M '.'"'00 \\ Highland 
10 Acres & House) $1,600.00 
1 IIsi M-cunt> Mank (10100 N. 6800 W. Highland 
20 Acres & House (Rental) Kiircll) 
Utah Power 
Highland City, Water & Trash 
Highland irrigation, Taxes 
P ixes 
Lehi irrigation, Taxes 
L .»i!"tv 10031 N. 60OA W T . . 
Ut. County 11)100 N (^ 
State Farm Insurance (I.e Hat OP autoi 
V.i11!' (",|i (Mnli'.il Insuiana' 1 .li/abcth) 
House Cleaning (clean up only) 
Yard Care (clean up only) 
Doctors and Dentists 
House Insurance 
$1,()?() 00 
$450.00 
$|0,S 25 
$16.83 
$28.24 
$"3 7S 
1,100 1 1 
$hX OS 
$50.00 
$.145.00 
$140.00 
$220.00 
$1,000.00 
$91.66 
TOTAL MONTHLY EXPENSES PAID 
BY DEFENDANT FOR PLAINTIFF 
SINCE SEPARATION $7,932.82 
14 
16. The Defendant has been able to pay Plaintiff the amount stated and meet 
his other obligations because he diverted funds from consignment sales which should 
have been paid to his clients. 
17. Plaintiff has resolved not to divert clients funds for any purpose in the 
future. 
18. Since the separation of the parties the Plaintiff sold horse stalls and 
paneling for $4,500.00, a horse saddle for $225.00 and hay for $100.00. 
19. The Plaintiff has incurred attorney's fees in the approximate amount of 
$20,000.00. 
From the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Court now makes and enters the 
following: 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. The Plaintiff and Defendant should be awarded a Decree of Divorce from 
each other on the grounds of irreconcilable differences, the same to become final upon 
entry. 
2. The following property should be awarded to Plaintiff free of all claim and 
demand of Defendant: 
REAL PROPERTY 
Parcel 1 
Address: 10031 N. 6800 W. Type: Farm & Residence 
Highland, Utah Date Acquired: 08/15/78 
Original Cost: $275,000.00 Present Value: $557,000.00 
15 
Par LCI 
Cost of Additions: Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $71 ™p-^ 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $485,100.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,600.00 
Taxes/year: $2,000.00 Plus 
Comments: Includes the following water shares: 
16 Shares Lehi Irrigation Company Stock 
10 Shares Deer Creek Irrigation 
Address: 10100 N. 6800 W. Type of Property: Land 
Highland, Utah Date Acquired: 07/26/90 
Original Cost: $200,000.00 Present Value: $614,000.00 
Cost of Additions: Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $166,194.74 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $447,806 
Monthly Payment: $1,630.00 .'•. -m- \. Birrell 
Taxes/year: $1,100.00 Plus »".'Security 
Individual Contributions: 
Comments: Includes the following water shares: 
Provo Reservoir Water Users Company, 5 Shares, Certificate 
No. 3581 
Provo Reservoir Water Users Company, 10 Shares, Certificate 
No. 3582 
Highland Water Company, 1 Share, Certificate No. 127 
Lehi Irrigation Company, 9 Shares, Certificate No. I 189 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE EQUITY 
TO PLAINTIFF $932,906.00 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 
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HIGHLAND FARM 
Massey Fergesen Tractor & Front 
Loader & Attachments $10,500.00 
Gas Storage Tank & Stand $1,200.00 
Yanmar Tractor $3,500.00 
John Deere Tractor & Attach $7,500.00 
(2 Each) Chain Saw $365.00 
(2 Each) Weed Trimmer $330.00 
Sumps & Ditches Dug in 1993 $6,700.00 
Cattle Sheds Fencing & Corrals $7,800.00 
Hay Barn on 10 Acres $2,100.00 
Hay Barn on 20 Acres $15,000.00 
Mare Motel $9,000.00 
Electric Fence $170.00 
Used Cinder Block and Wood $280.00 
Hoses $360.00 
PVCPipe $110.00 
1380' of 2" Aluminum hand line 
with Risers, Birds and Plugs $2,100.00 
(46 Each) Gate Valve Openers $4,692.00 
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Pumps $6,200.00 
Motor Cycles $2,800.00 
Motor Cycle Trailers $1100 00 
Silo $5,000.00 
Push Mown VI 10.00 
Tiller $900.00 
Shredder $800.00 
Drill Press, Saws, Benches, Spray Guns, 
Air Compressors, Wrenches, Vises, Shelves, 
H.iml lools VI, 7IKI 01) 
Sheds $1,500.00 
Garden'It>ul•, $750.00 
Horse Tac q>im-
portable Dog Run $650.00 
Little Boat & C.uioi; Mntm 
Generators $175.00 
•e $2,300.00 
Green House Plants & Pots $700.00 
Outdoor Light Portable $160.00 
Trampoline $300 00 
Edger (gas) $150.00 
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Snow Blower $310.00 
Leaf Blower $150.00 
Cattle Squeeze Shute $1,800.00 
Bicycles $350.00 
Time Clock $300.00 
TOTAL HIGHLAND FARM $106,112.00 
PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE 
Pool Table $5,000.00 
Piano $10,000.00 
5 Bedrooms of Furniture 
1 Living Room 
1 Dining Room 
1 Family Room 
2 Kitchens 
1 Music Room 
1 Pool Room 
1 Storage & Freezer Room 
2 Laundry Rooms 
1 Office 
1 Library 
All with complete furniture, TV's, Stereo's, etc. 
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TOTAI INTIFFS RESIDENCE $40,000.00 
1990 Crysler Le Baron 
TOTAL VEHICLES 
$ 9,500.00 
$ 9,500.00 
PLAINTIFFS JEWELRY, EMERALD AND DIAMOND RING 
T 
TOTAL ASSETS AWARDED 
TO PLAINTIFF $1,098,768.00 
3. The following property should be awarded to Defendant, free of all claim 
and demand of Plaintiff: 
REAL PROPERTY 
Parcel 1 
Type of Property: Condo 
Date Acquired: 12/88 
Present Value: $138,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
Amencan S.ivinj',' 
.. 48 W. Broadway #1 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: $80,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance. % \ I, IS 7 ,''1 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $106,843.00 
Monthly Payment: $500.00 plus 278.00 To Whom: American Savings 
(condo fees) 
Taxes/year: $1791.47 
Individual Contributions: 
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Parcel 2 
Address: 83 South Navajo Street 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: 194,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $62,144.00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $158,456.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,100.00 
Taxes/year: $4,062.00 
Individual Contributions: 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 10/87 
Present Value: $220,600.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Gene Lether 
Parcel 3 
Address: 3240 S. 1100 E. and 
1079 E. 3300 S. SLC 
Original Cost: 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $50,877.00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $95,123.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,000.00 
Taxes/year: $637.90 plus $1,794.42 
Individual Contributions: 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 7/77 
Present Value: $146,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Capital City Bank 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE EQUITY TO 
DEFENDANT $360,442.00 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 
DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE 
21 
Contents of American Towers 
Condo $7,500.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE $7,500.00 
VEHICLES, BOATS & GUNS 
1978-24' Searay $9,500.00 
1986 Corvette $10,000.00 
1978 1 Ton Chevy Truck $1,500.00 
1984 1 Ton Chevy Truck $3,800.00 
1992 Astro Van $12,000.00 
1993 13' Bayliner Jazz Boat $6,500.00 
Gun Case & Guns $2,500.00 
TOTAL VEHICLES, BOATS 
AND GUNS $45,800.00 
DEFENDANTS BUSINESS AND PERSONAL CHECKING ACCOUNTS 
Zion's #0110122256 
(Utah Machine Tools checking) $2,500.00 
First Security #068-11019-52 
(Richard, personal checking) $ 225.00 
Capital City Bank #11032372 
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(Business account) $3,707.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS BUSINESS 
AND CHECKING ACCOUNTS $6,432.00 
BUSINESS INVENTORY 
Utah Machine Tool Inventory $225,000.00 
TOTAL BUSINESS INVENTORY $225,000.00 
TOTAL ASSETS AWARDED 
TO DEFENDANT $645,174.00 
4. The Plaintiff should pay the debts incurred during the marriage as follows: 
The Plaintiff should use her best efforts to immediately sell the Birrell 
rental house and enough of the Birrell property to pay all of the debt outstanding on the 
farm and the Birrell property and agrees to apply the proceeds of any sale to partially or 
totally liquidate that indebtedness. Pending the sale of the Birrell property or until July 
1, 1996, whichever event occurs first, the Defendant should continue to make the 
mortgage payments on the Birrell property and on the farm property. Upon payment of 
the debt on the real property awarded to the Plaintiff or on July 1, 1996, the Plaintiff 
should assume and pay the indebtedness on the real property awarded to her and hold the 
Defendant harmless therefrom. 
REAL PROPERTY 
Federal Land Bank 
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(Residence & Farm) $71,900.00 
Birrell property & rental home $166,194.00 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $238,094.00 
The Plaintiff should also pay the following debts and obligations incurred by the 
parties during the marriage: 
PLAINTIFF 
America First Credit Union 
for Computer & Consolidation $2,501.25 
VISA $5,964.80 
ZCMI $ 469.40 
Nordstrom $ 232.18 
JC Penneys $ 323.39 
Spiegel $ 150.00 
Penney Ins. 
AT&T Leasing 
Newspaper Agency 
Telephone 
Insight cable 
Dr. Parker $2,359.00 
Dr. George $ 490.31 
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Dr. Rogers $ 549.00 
AF Clinic $ 912.97 
Dr. Johnson, M.D. 
(Estradol) 
Dr. Joann Larsen $1,000.00 
Tithing 
Sales Tax (Artistic) Varies 
Artistic 
PLAINTIFFS TOTAL DEBTS $19,475.63 
TOTAL DEBT ASSUMED BY 
PLAINTIFF $257,569.63 
5. The Defendant should pay the debts incurred during the marriage as 
follows: 
The Defendant should pay the monthly mortgage payment on the Birrell 
property in the amount of $1,630.00 and the monthly payment on the farm property in 
the amount of $1,600.00 until said debts have been paid from the proceeds of the sale 
of the properties by Plaintiff or until July 1, 1996 whichever event occurs first and 
thereafter the Plaintiff should assume and pay the obligations on the Birrell and farm 
property and hold the Defendant harmless therefrom. 
The Defendant should also pay the following debts and obligations incurred by 
the parties during the marriage: 
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REAL PROPERTY 
American Savings (Condominium) $31,157.00 
Gene Lether Note $62,144.00 
Capital City Bank 
(Secured by 33rd S. property) $50,878.00 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $144,179.00 
BUSINESS DEBT 
Zion's Bank Credit Line $99,242.00 
Capital City Bank owed on 
revolving line of credit $39,552.00 
FDIC $117,000.00 
Machinery Consultants $5,500.00 
Flameco $35,000.00 
Strand Electro $4,000.00 
O.C. Tanner $9,000.00 
Titan Steel $75,000.00 
K.R. Enterprises $9,500.00 
Kitco $1,200.00 
Mining Systems $3,500.00 
Orin Pdts $2,500.00 
Frazier $2,000.00 
Tesco Williams $2,700.00 
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WFH German Car $2,200.00 
Hercules Inc. $5,000.00 
Schnitzer Steel $6,000.00 
Truman Ferguson $3,000.00 
Aero Space Engr. $400.00 
Adams Machine $2,500.00 
Dayton Ogden $6,300.00 
Bradley Corp. $2,000.00 
Metal Craft $4,387.00 
DC Morrison $9,320.00 
Outdoor Power Products Judgment $2,200.00 
DEFENDANTS TOTAL 
BUSINESS DEBT $449,001.00 
TOTAL DEBT ASSUMED BY 
DEFENDANT $593,180.00 
6. The Defendant should pay alimony to the Plaintiff in the amount of 
$1,000.00 per month payable by the 10th of each month. Defendant should receive 
$950.00 per month from the Birrell rental home until it is sold. When the Birrell rental 
home has been sold Defendant should pay an additional $950.00 per month to Plaintiff 
for alimony. 
Plaintiffs alimony obligation to Defendant should cease on July 1, 1996 and 
Plaintiff should waive alimony after July 1, 1996 and forever. 
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7. The Defendant should continue to pay Plaintiffs health insurance with 
Utah Comprehensive Health Insurance (HIP) until July 1, 1995. Plaintiff should provide 
for her own health insurance after that date. 
8. The Defendant should assume and pay his own costs and attorney's fees 
in this case. Defendant should also pay $7,500.00 of Plaintiffs attorney's fees and costs 
on or before September 1, 1994. Plaintiff should assume and pay the balance of her 
attorney's fees and costs incurred in this case and hold the Defendant harmless 
therefrom. 
9. The provisions of this agreement should not be modified or changed except 
by mutual consent and agreement of the parties, expressed in writing. 
10. Except as specified in the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement 
and Decree of Divorce, each party should be released and absolved from the deeds of 
the other and each releases the other from any and all liabilities, debts, or obligations of 
any kind or character incurred by the other, and from any and all claims and demands 
except as herein stated. 
11. The Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement executed by the parties 
should become binding upon the parties and their respective personal representatives, 
successors and assigns. 
12. Each of the parties should execute and deliver to the other party any 
documents that may be reasonably required to accomplish the intention of the Stipulation 
and Property Settlement Agreement and should do all other things necessary to this end. 
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13. Except as expressly provided in the Stipulation and Property Settlement 
Agreement and the Decree of Divorce, each party should be fully released from the other 
from any obligation for alimony, support, maintenance, attorney's fees, or Court costs, 
and each party should accept the provisions of the Stipulation and Property Settlement 
Agreement in full satisfaction of all property rights and all obligations for support, or 
otherwise, arising out of the marital relationship of the parties. Each party, except with 
respect to payments accuring under the Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement 
and the Decree of Divorce, should release the other party, and his or her respective 
personal representatives, successors, and assigns, from any claim of any kind, and 
specifically should relinquish any right, titile or interest in or to any earnings, 
accumulations, future investments, money or property of the other party. 
14. All property and money received and retained by the parties under the 
Settlement Agreement and the Decree of Divorce should be the separate property of the 
respective parties, free and clear of any right, interest or claim of the other party, and 
each party should have the right to deal with and dispose of his or her separate property, 
both real and personal, as fully and effectively as if the parties had never been married. 
DATED this & day of -SJ£ l9^ 
Fourth Distffa^Yrrt J*rifep
 s;y 
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APPROVED AS TO FORM 
^f lMI MITSUNAGA 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
2/11 h / 
30 
»JUL-S W-U 
Francis J. Nielson 2411 .x^-" 
ARNOVITZ, SMITH & NIELSON \V 
Attorney for Defendant » 
310 South Main Street, Suite 1305 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Telephone: (801) 322-0524 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
ELIZABETH LETHER, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
RICHARD T. LETHER, 
Defendant. 
STIPULATION AND PROPERTY 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
Civil No. 924400420DA 
Judge Guy R. Burningham 
The parties hereto and their undersigned counsel of record have agreed upon the 
following property settlement to be used as a basis for the final Decree in this case, 
subject to and upon approval of the Court. 
RECITALS 
1. The above-entitled action came on regularly for trial before the Honorable 
Guy R. Burningham, Judge presiding, on May 31, 1994. Plaintiff appeared in person 
and was represented by her attorney Jimi Mitsunaga. Defendant appeared in person and 
was represented by his attorney Francis J. Nielson. Evidence was adduced pertaining 
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to all the issues raised by the pleadings in this case. 
2. In lieu of having the Court make a ruling in this case, Plaintiff and 
Defendant intend, and it is the purpose of this agreement, to make a complete and final 
settlement of all claims that Plaintiff may have against Defendant for alimony and to 
finalize their agreements as to the division of the property, both real and personal, owned 
by them or either of them. 
3. The parties hereto were married on the 7th day of March, 1965, in the 
City of Salt Lake, County of Salt Lake, State of Utah, and ever since have been and now 
are husband and wife. 
4. Two children were born as issue of the marriage, Shawn Lether and Sheli 
Lether, both of whom have reached the age of majority and reside outside the family 
residence. 
5. The parties encountered irreconcilable differences which made a 
continuation of the marrital relationship impossible. 
6. Except as herein specified, each party is released and absolved from the 
deeds of the other and each releases the other from any and all liabilities, debts, or 
obligations of any kind or character incurred by the other, and from any and all claims 
and demands except as herein stated, it being understood that this instrument is intended 
to settle the rights of the parties in all respects. 
7. This Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement shall become binding 
upon the parties and their respective personal representatives, successors and assigns, 
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provided that the provisions of this Settlement Agreement are approved by the Court in 
this action. 
8. Each of the parties expressly certifies that each of them has entered into 
this Settlement Agreement upon mature consideration; that consent to the execution of 
this Settlement Agreement has not been obtained by duress, or undue influence of any 
person, and that based thereon, this Settlement Agreement is fair and reasonable. 
9. Each of the parties will execute and deliver to the other party any 
documents that may be reasonably required to accomplish the intention of this Settlement 
Agreement and shall do all other things necessary to this end. If either party shall fail 
to comply with the provisions of this paragraph, this Settlement Agreement shall 
constitute an actual grant, assignment and conveyance of property and rights in such 
manner and with such force and effect as shall be necessary to effectuate the terms of this 
Settlement Agreement. 
10. Except as expressly provided in this Settlement Agreement, each party 
shall be fully released by the other from any obligation for alimony, support, 
maintenance, attorney's fees, or Court costs, and each party accepts the provisions herein 
in full satisfaction of all property rights and all obligations for support, or otherwise, 
arising out of the marital relationship of the parties. Each party, except with respect to 
payments accruing under this Settlement Agreement, hereby releases the other party, and 
his or her respective personal representatives, successors and assigns, from any claim of 
any kind, and specifically relinquishes any right, title or interest in or to any earnings, 
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accumulations, future investments, money or property of the other party. 
11. All property and money received and retained by the parties under this 
Settlement Agreement shall be the separate property of the respective parties, free and 
clear of any right, interest or claim of the other party, and each party shall have the right 
to deal with and dispose of his or her separate property, both real and personal, as fully 
and effectively as if the parties had never been married. 
12. The parties hereto agree that there is a genuine dispute as to the value of 
the real and personal property hereafter set forth. The parties have agreed to resolve the 
dispute as to values by accepting the real and personal property as allocated. 
SECTION I 
GROUNDS 
The Plaintiff and Defendant may be awarded a Decree of Divorce from each other 
on the grounds of irreconcilable differences, the same to become final upon entry. 
SECTION H 
DIVISION OF PROPERTY - PROPERTY APPORTIONED TO PLAINTIFF 
There is hereby apportioned, set aside, transferred, and confirmed to Plaintiff, 
free of all claim and demand of Defendant: 
REAL PROPERTY 
Parcel 1 
Address: 10031 N. 800 W. Type: Farm & Residence 
Highland, Utah Date Acquired: 08/15/78 
Original Cost: $275,000.00 Present Value: $557,000.00 
4 
Type: Farm & Residence 
Date Acquired: 08/15/78 
Present Value: $557,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
Address: 10031 N. 800 W. 
Highland, Utah 
Original Cost: $275,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $71,900.31 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $485,100.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,600.00 
Taxes/year: $2,000.00 Plus 
Comments: Includes 16 shares Highland irrigation and 10 shares 
Deer Creek irrigation 
Parcel 2 
Address: 10100 N. 6800 W. 
Highland, Utah 
Original Cost: $200,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $166,194.74 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $447,806 
Monthly Payment: $1,630.00 
Taxes/year: $1,100.00 Plus 
Individual Contributions: 
Type of Property: Land 
Date Acquired: 07/26/90 
Present Value: $614,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: Appraisal 
To Whom: A. Birrell 
First Security Bank 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE EQUITY 
TO PLAINTIFF $932,906.00 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 
HIGHLAND FARM 
Massey Fergesen Tractor & Front 
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Loader & Attachments 
Gas Storage Tank & Stand 
Yanmar Tractor 
John Deere Tractor & Attach 
(2 Each) Chain Saw 
(2 Each) Weed Trimmer 
Sumps & Ditches Dug in 1993 
Cattle Sheds Fencing & Corrals 
Hay Barn on 10 Acres 
Hay Barn on 20 Acres 
Mare Motel 
Electric Fence 
Used Cinder Block and Wood 
Hoses 
PVC Pipe 
1380' of 2" Aluminum hand line 
with Risers, Birds and Plugs 
(46 Each) Gate Valve Openers 
Pumps 
Motor Cycles 
Motor Cycle Trailers 
$10,500.00 
$1,200.00 
$3,500.00 
$7,500.00 
$365.00 
$330.00 
$6,700.00 
$7,800.00 
$2,100.00 
$15,000.00 
$9,000.00 
$170.00 
$280.00 
$360.00 
$110.00 
$2,100.00 
$4,692.00 
$6,200.00 
$2,800.00 
$1,100.00 
Silo $5,000.00 
Push Mower $410.00 
Tiller $900.00 
Shredder $800.00 
Drill Press, Saws, Benches, Spray Guns, 
Air Compressors, Wrenches, Vises, Shelves, 
Hand Tools $4,700.00 
Sheds $1,500.00 
Garden Tools $750.00 
Horse Tac $1,100.00 
Portable Dog Run $650.00 
Little Boat & Canoe, Motor $1,800.00 
Generators $175.00 
Out Door Furniture $2,300.00 
Green House Plants & Pots $700.00 
Outdoor Light Portable $160.00 
Trampoline $300.00 
Edger (gas) $150.00 
Snow Blower $310.00 
Leaf Blower $150.00 
Cattle Squeeze Shute $1,800.00 
Bicycles $350.00 
Time Clock $300.00 
TOTAL HIGHLAND FARM $106,112.00 
PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE 
Pool Table $5,000.00 
Piano $10,000.00 
5 Bedrooms of Furniture 
1 Living Room 
1 Dining Room 
1 Family Room 
2 Kitchens 
1 Music Room 
1 Pool Room 
1 Storage & Freezer Room 
2 Laundry Rooms 
1 Office 
1 Library 
All with complete furniture, TV's, Stereo's, etc. 
TOTAL PLAINTIFFS RESIDENCE $40,000.00 
VEHICLES 
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1990 Crysler Le Baron 
TOTAL VEHICLES 
$ 9,500.00 
$ 9,500.00 
PLAINTTFFS JEWELRY, EMERALD AND DIAMOND RING 
TOTAL PLAINTIFFS JEWELRY $10,250.00 
TOTAL ASSETS AWARDED 
TO PLAINTIFF $1,098,768.00 
SECTION i n 
DTVISION OF PROPERTY - PROPERTY APPORTIONED TO DEFENDANT 
There is hereby apportioned, set aside, transferred, and confirmed to Defendant, 
free of all claim and demand of Plaintiff: 
REAL PROPERTY 
Parcel 1 
Address: 48 W. Broadway #1706N 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: $80,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $31,157.29 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $106,843.00 
Type of Property: Condo 
Date Acquired: 12/88 
Present Value: $138,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
American Savings 
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Monthly Payment: $500.00 plus 278.00 
(condo fees) 
Taxes/year: $1791.47 
Individual Contributions: 
To Whom: American Savings 
Parcel 2 
Address: 83 South Navajo Street 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Original Cost: 194,000.00 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $62,144.00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $158,456.00 
Monthly Payment: $ 1,100.00 
Taxes/year: $4,062.00 
Individual Contributions: 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 10/87 
Present Value: $220,600.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Gene Lether 
Parcel 3 
Address: 3240 S. 1100 E. and 
1079 E. 3300 S. SLC 
Original Cost: 
Cost of Additions: 
Total Cost: 
Mortgage Balance: $50,877.00 
Other Liens: 
Equity: $95,123.00 
Monthly Payment: $1,000.00 
Taxes/year: $637.90 plus $1,794.42 
Individual Contributions: 
Type of Property: Commercial 
Date Acquired: 7/77 
Present Value: $146,000.00 
Basis of Valuation: tax notice 
To Whom: Capital City Bank 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE EQUITY TO 
DEFENDANT $360,442.00 
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PERSONAL PROPERTY 
DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE 
Contents of American Towers 
Condo $7,500.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS RESIDENCE $7,500.00 
VEHICLES, BOATS & GUNS 
1978-24' Searay $9,500.00 
1986 Corvette $10,000.00 
1978 1 Ton Chevy Truck $1,500.00 
1984 1 Ton Chevy Truck $3,800.00 
1992 Astro Van $12,000.00 
1993 13' Bayliner Jazz Boat $6,500.00 
Gun Case & Guns $2,500.00 
TOTAL VEHICLES, BOATS 
AND GUNS $45,800.00 
DEFENDANTS BUSINESS AND PERSONAL CHECKING ACCOUNTS 
Zion's #0110122256 
(Utah Machine Tools checking) $2,500.00 
First Security #068-11019-52 
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(Richard, personal checking) $ 225.00 
Capital City Bank #11032372 
(Business account) $3,707.00 
TOTAL DEFENDANTS BUSINESS 
AND CHECKING ACCOUNTS $6,432.00 
BUSINESS INVENTORY 
Utah Machine Tool Inventory $225,000.00 
TOTAL BUSINESS INVENTORY $225,000.00 
TOTAL ASSETS AWARDED 
TO DEFENDANT $645,174.00 
SECTION VI 
DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS 
The Plaintiff shall use her best efforts to immediately sell the Birrell rental house 
and enough of the Birrell property to pay all of the debt outstanding on the farm and the 
Birrell property and agrees to apply the proceeds of any sale to partially or totally 
liquidate that indebtedness. Pending the sale of the Birrell property or until July 1, 1996, 
whichever event occurs first, the Defendant shall continue to make the mortgage 
payments on the Birrell property and on the farm property. Upon payment of the debt 
on the real property awarded to the Plaintiff or on July 1, 1996, the Plaintiff shall 
assume and pay the indebtedness on the real property awarded to her and hold the 
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Defendant harmless therefrom. 
REAL PROPERTY 
Federal Land Bank 
(Residence & Farm) $71,900.00 
Birrell property & rental home $166,194.00 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $238,094.00 
The Plaintiff shall also pay the following debts and obligations incurred by the 
parties during the marriage: 
PLAINTIFF 
America First Credit Union 
for Computer & Consolidation $2,501.25 
VISA $5,964.80 
ZCMI $ 469.40 
Nordstrom $ 232.18 
JCPenneys $ 323.39 
Spiegel $ 150.00 
Penney Ins. 
AT&T Leasing 
Newspaper Agency 
Telephone 
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Insight cable 
Dr. Parker 
Dr. George 
Dr. Rogers 
AF Clinic 
Dr. Johnson, M.D. 
(Estradol) 
Dr. Joann Larsen 
Tithing 
Sales Tax (Artistic) 
Artistic 
PLAINTIFFS TOTAL DEBTS 
$2,359.00 
$ 490.31 
$ 549.00 
$ 912.97 
$1,000.00 
Varies 
$19,475.63 
TOTAL DEBT ASSUMED BY 
PLAINTIFF $257,569.63 
The Defendant shall pay the following debts and obligations incurred by the 
parties during the marriage: 
The Defendant shall pay the monthly mortgage payment on the Birrell property 
in the amount of $1,630.00 and the monthly payment on the farm property in the amount 
of $1,600.00 until said debts have been paid from the proceeds of the sale of the 
properties by Plaintiff or until July 1, 1996 whichever event occurs first and thereafter 
the Plaintiff shall assume and pay the obligations on the Birrell and farm property and 
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hold the Defendant harmless therefrom. 
The Defendant shall also pay the following debts and obligations incurred by the 
parties during the marriage: 
REAL PROPERTY 
American Savings (Condominium) $31,157.00 
Gene Lether Note $62,144.00 
Capital City Bank 
(Secured by 33rd S. property) $50,878,00 
TOTAL REAL ESTATE DEBT $144,179.00 
BUSINESS DEBT 
Zion's Bank Credit Line $99,242.00 
Capital City Bank owed on 
revolving line of credit $39,552.00 
FDIC $117,000.00 
Machinery Consultants $5,500.00 
Flameco $35,000.00 
Strand Bectro $4,000.00 
O.C. Tanner $9,000.00 
Titan Steel $75,000.00 
K.R. Enterprises $9,500.00 
Kitco $1,200.00 
Mining Systems $3,500.00 
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Orin Pdts $2,500.00 
Frazier $2,000.00 
Tesco Williams $2,700.00 
WFH German Car $2,200.00 
Hercules Inc. $5,000.00 
Schnitzer Steel $6,000.00 
Truman Ferguson $3,000.00 
Aero Space Engr. $400.00 
Adams Machine $2,500.00 
Dayton Ogden $6,300.00 
Bradley Corp. $2,000.00 
Metal Craft $4,387.00 
DC Morrison $9,320.00 
Outdoor Power Products Judgment $2,200.00 
DEFENDANTS TOTAL 
BUSINESS DEBT $449,001.00 
TOTAL DEBT ASSUMED BY 
DEFENDANT $593,180.00 
SECTION VI 
ALIMONY 
The parties hereby stipulate and agree that the Defendant shall pay alimony to the 
Plaintiff in the amount of $1,000.00 per month payable by the 10th of each month. 
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Defendant shall receive $950.00 per month from the Birrell rental home until it is sold. 
When the Birrell rental home has been sold Defendant shall pay an additional $950.00 
per month to Plaintiff for alimony. 
Plaintiffs alimony obligation to Defendant shall cease on July 1, 1996 and Plaintiff 
hereby waives alimony after July 1, 1996 and forever. 
SECTION V 
HEALTH INSURANCE 
The parties hereby stipulate and agree that the Defendant shall continue to pay 
Plaintiffs health insurance with Utah Comprehensive Health Insurance (HIP) until July 
1, 1995. Plaintiff agrees to provide for her own health insurance after that date. 
SECTION VI 
ATTORNEY'S FEES 
The parties hereby stipulate and agree that the Defendant shall assume and pay 
his own costs and attorney's fees in this case. Defendant shall also pay $7,500.00 of 
Plaintiffs attorney's fees and costs on or before September 1, 1994. Plaintiff agrees to 
assume and pay the balance of her attorney's fees and costs incurred in this case and hold 
the Defendant harmless therefrom. 
SECTION VII 
MODIFICATIONS AND BINDING AFFECT OF AGREEMENT 
The provisions of this agreement shall not be modified or changed except by 
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mutual consent and agreement of the parties, expressed in writing. 
EXECUTED in Salt Lake City, State of Utah, the 1st day of July, 1994. 
FRANCIS J.^NIELSON, 
Attorney for Defendant 
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